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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features and

Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 
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A 

B 

C 

A. Project support noted.  Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features and Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Response L-95.A regarding public notification and
involvement efforts associated with the American River Pump Station Project
environmental review process.  Additionally, it is noted that lead and
responsible agency representatives participated in several additional
meetings, including attendance with the Auburn City Council, with local
residents to hear and discuss their concerns. 
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A. Project support noted. 

B. The modeling performed for the diversion-related evaluation of cumulative
impacts within the American River Basin includes other American River and
regional water diversion, flood control, and water temperature management
actions that may affect environmental resources within the regional study
area.  The assumptions and parameters used in the modeling simulations
include hydrology/level of land use, water demands, CVP facilities and
operations (including flood control operations), CVP and SWP allocation
objectives and decisions, and all applicable regulatory standards.  These
topics are briefly described in the Draft EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Affected
Environment and Environmental Consequences, Section 3.3.2.4, Modeling
Assumptions (see pages 3-22 through 3-24) and in greater detail in Appendix
E, Technical Modeling Memorandum (see Table 1).  The cumulative analysis
assumed implementation of and incorporated operational information that was
available at the time of the analysis for all reasonably foreseeable future local,
state, and federal projects or actions. 
The Draft EIS/EIR reports that the cumulative condition would potentially
result in significant environmental impacts.  However, the incremental
contribution of the Proposed Project would not be cumulatively considerable,
and therefore, would be less than significant for all resources evaluated, with
the exception of potential impacts upon cultural resources at Shasta
Reservoir.  As a result of this determination, Reclamation is developing a
programmatic agreement with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
to fully mitigate this potential impact.  CEQA and NEPA only require or
recommend mitigation of a project’s contribution to a cumulative impact.
However, as identified in the Cumulative Report, both lead agencies are
actively involved in local and regional efforts, such as the Water Forum
Agreement, related to improving the condition of sensitive fisheries and
aquatic and terrestrial resources potentially affected by projected future
changes in water project operation. 
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Response C 
Reclamation recognizes that the water supplies in the American River Basin are fully committed.  Generally, American River Division CVP water contractors upstream of 
Folsom Dam already take their full water supply entitlements, except when water supply shortages are declared.  As part of the Sacramento Area Water Forum 
Agreement, the American River Division CVP contractors have agreed to reduce water supply diversions during drier years.  The American River Pump Station Project, 
however, involves use of water supplied by PCWA’s Middle Fork Project (subject to water right permit numbers 13586 and 13858, as authorized by the State Water 
Resources Control Board) and does not involve the diversion of CVP water entitlements.  Therefore, although the American River Basin as a whole may be fully 
committed, PCWA’s MFP water supplies are not. 
 
The Draft EIS/EIR describes Reclamation’s CVP water allocation decision-making in Chapter 3.0, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, Section 
3.3.2.4, Modeling Assumptions (see page 3-24) and in Appendix E, Technical Modeling Memorandum. 
 
Response D 
PCWA and Reclamation recently completed negotiation of PCWA’s CVP water contract amendment (PCWA/USBR 2002).  One of the provisions of the contract requires 
PCWA and Reclamation to evaluate an alternative point of diversion from the Sacramento River for PCWA’s CVP water entitlements (otherwise to be taken from the 
American River, at Folsom Dam/Reservoir).  Congress recently authorized and directed Reclamation to complete a feasibility study for this project consistent with the 
Sacramento Area Water Forum Agreement.  Study funding has been authorized and it is expected that the feasibility evaluation will be underway this year (2002).  
Development of the Sacramento River Diversion Project would enable PCWA to reduce the total amount of water it diverts from the American River, thereby minimizing 
its contribution to future influences on resources of the upper and lower American River.  Implementation of the Sacramento River Diversion Project would be subject to 
all applicable environmental review and regulatory permitting approval, including public involvement opportunities. 




